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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 0 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

2. The use of trademarks, prevalent throughout the specification, has been noted in 
this application. They should be capitalized wherever they appear and be accompanied 
by the generic terminology. Some examples of note are COGNITIVE™ and 
BLUETOOTH™. 

Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the 
proprietary nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent 
their use in any manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

The Examiner recommends the use of generic terminology. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claim 5 recites the limitation "...the WI_AN or WiFi protocol..." in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-2 and 4-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Conrad et al (US 2003/0182143 A1) in view of Goldberg (US 6,526,158 B1 ). 

Regarding claim 1, Conrad et al disclose a method for making, viewing, and 
optionally ordering one or more photographic images, comprising the steps of making a 
recorded image with a mobile digital camera (paragraph 9); sending the image, 
immediately after it has been made, to a processing unit for processing of the digital 
data from the digital camera (paragraphs 22 and 46); and having the person of whom 
an image is made receiving a receipt with a code with which he/she can view and 
optionally order the recorded image (paragraphs 7 and 51 ). 

Conrad et al do not disclose that the images are sent wirelessly. Further, Conrad 
et al do not disclose exchanging a code between the processing unit and an issue 
location to a printing unit during processing of the digital data. 

The act of exchanging a code between the processing unit and an issue location 
to a printing unit during processing of the digital data is simply an automatic means of 
providing a receipt with a code associated with a set of images. This means is detailed 
in a manual method in Conrad et al (paragraphs 7 and 51). At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to automate this 
process, since it has been held that broadly providing a mechanical or automatic means 
to replace manual activity which has accomplished the same result involves only routine 
skill in the art. In re Venner, 120 USPQ 192. 



Application/Control Number: 10/556,523 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2862 

Goldberg discloses wherein the image is sent wirelessly (column 14, lines 62-67; 
column 15, lines 1-5). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Goldberg with Conrad et al. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to provide for faster and more mobile access to the images. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to combine Conrad et al with Goldberg to 
obtain the invention as disclosed in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 2, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 1 above. 

Further, Goldberg discloses that the wireless transmission takes place within a 
wireless local area network (column 14, lines 66-67; column 15, lines 1-3). The use of a 
WIFI antenna Is Inherent in such a network. 

Regarding claim 4, Conrad et al disclose a system for coding a recorded image, 
comprising a camera for making the recorded image (paragraph 9); a central processing 
unit for receiving and processing the recorded image and for assigning thereto a code 
for identification of the image (paragraphs 46 and 51 ); and a code printer for printing on 
a receipt the code generated by the processing unit (paragraphs 7 and 51 ). 

Conrad et al do not disclose a transmitter/receiver for sending the recorded 

Image. 

Goldberg discloses a transmitter/receiver for sending the recorded image 
(column 14, lines 62-67; column 15, lines 1-5). 
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At the time of tine invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Goldberg with Conrad et al. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to provide for faster and more mobile access to the images. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Conrad et al with Goldberg to 
obtain the invention as disclosed in claim 4. 

Regarding claim 5, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 4 above. 

Further, Goldberg discloses means for wireless communication in accordance 
with a WLAN or WiFi protocol between the camera, and the central processing unit. 

Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg do not disclose a means for wireless 
communication with the code printer. However, the act of exchanging a code between 
the camera, the processing unit and a printing unit is simply an automatic means of 
providing a receipt with a code associated with a set of images. This means is detailed 
in a manual method in Conrad et al (paragraphs 7 and 51). At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to automate this 
process, since it has been held that broadly providing a mechanical or automatic means 
to replace manual activity which has accomplished the same result involves only routine 
skill in the art. In re Venner, 120 USPQ 192. 

Regarding claim 6, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 5 above. 
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Further, Conrad et al disclose a code reader for reading the code on the receipt 
and displaying the associated image on a screen in response to the read code 
(paragraph 51 ). 

Regarding claim 7, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 6 above. 

Further, Conrad et al disclose a printing means for printing the recorded image 
associated with the code (paragraph 51 ). 

Regarding claim 8, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 4 above. 

The Examiner interprets the phrase "in the order of magnitude of about 3 km" to 
mean about in the range of .3 km to 30 km. As such, Goldberg further discloses 
wherein the camera, processing unit, and code printer communicate wirelessly with 
each other (column 15, lines 2-3) over said range (column 12, lines 47-48). Goldberg 
states tat the elements are located "at multiple fixed locations within the entertainment 
venue (column 14, lines 9-1 1 and 51-53) and further specifies that such venue can 
include "theme and amusement parks, ski slopes, beaches" (column 2, lines 40-41). 
Such ranges as disclosed in claim 8 are inherent in such venues. 

Regarding claim 9, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 1 above. 

Further, Conrad et al disclose that the receipt is issued at a location close to the 
digital camera (paragraphs 7 and 51). 
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Regarding claim 10, Conrad et al disclose a metliod for obtaining one or 
more photograpliic images for use by a person at a sk\ resort, tine metliod comprising 
the steps of making a recorded image with a digital camera (paragraph 9); sending the 
image , immediately after it has been made, to a processing unit for processing of the 
digital data from the digital camera (paragraphs 22 and 46); and having the person of 
whom an image is made receiving a receipt with a code with which he/she can view and 
optionally order the recorded image (paragraphs 7 and 51 ). Conrad further discloses 
wherein an issue location is close to or at a predetermined distance from the digital 
camera (paragraphs 7 and 51 ). 

Conrad et al do not disclose that the images are sent via a cable. Further, 
Conrad et al do not disclose exchanging a code between the processing unit and an 
issue location to a printing unit during processing of the digital data. 

The act of exchanging a code between the processing unit and an issue location 
to a printing unit duhng processing of the digital data is simply an automatic means of 
providing a receipt with a code associated with a set of images. This means is detailed 
in a manual method in Conrad et al (paragraphs 7 and 51). At the time of the invention, 
it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to automate this 
process, since it has been held that broadly providing a mechanical or automatic means 
to replace manual activity which has accomplished the same result involves only routine 
skill in the art. In re Venner, 120 USPQ 192. 

Goldberg discloses wherein the image is sent via a cable (column 15, lines 1-6). 
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At the time of tine invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Goldberg with Conrad et al. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to provide more dependability when sending and receiving images. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Goldberg with Conrad et al to 
obtain the invention as disclosed in claim 10. 

6. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Conrad et 
al in view of Goldberg and in further view of Adair et al (US 2002/0067408 A1 ). 

Regarding claim 3, Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg disclose all of the 
limitations as applied to claim 1 above. 

Conrad et al in combination with Goldberg do not disclose wherein the digital 
camera or the printing unit are connected to a Personal Digital Assistant (PDA) which is 
also provided with means for wireless communication. 

Adair et al disclose wherein the digital camera or the printing unit are connected 
to a Personal Digital Assistant (PDA) which is also provided with means for wireless 
communication (paragraphs 18-19). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to combine Adair et al with Conrad et al and Goldberg. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to provide greater mobility and flexibility in 
taking and processing images. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Adair et al with Conrad et al 
and Goldberg to obtain the invention as disclosed in claim 3. 
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Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Walter (US 6,233,399 B1) "Film drop-off apparatus and method" 

Weston at al (US 2002/0008622 A1) "System for automated photo capture and 
retrieval" 

Kaku (US 2002/0049728 A1) "Image distributing system" 

Evans et al (US 5,694,514) "System and method for creating personalized image 
collection from multiple locations by using a communication network" 

Squilla et al (US 2002/0030745 Al) "Photographic system for enabling interactive 
communication between a camera and an attraction site" 

Shen (US 2002/0077938 Al ) "Method and system for the automated exchange 
of merchandise" 

Hirata et al (US 2002/0095477 Al) "Data distribution system, data distribution 
apparatus, and data distribution method" 

Walker (US 6,490,409 B1) "System and method for making a personal 
photographic collection" 

8. Any response to this office action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 or mailed 
to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Hand - delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL A. STRIEB whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3528. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-5pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Assouad can be reached on (571) 272-2210. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/William B. Perkey/ 

for Patrick Assouad, SPE of Art Unit 2862 
MAS 



